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INTHE MATTER OF US WEST
COMMUNICATIONS, INC, - TARIFE
FILING TO ADIUST THE RATE FOR
DIRECTINWARD DIAL NUMBERS

H

DOCKETED Hy

BY THE COMMISSION: -
FINDINGS OF FACT ;i

. S WEST Communications, Inc. (U S WESTY s certified o previde welephone

service as a public service corporation in the State of Arizona,
2 On dune 12, 1998, U85 WEST Rled tanfl revisions w adjust the rate Commercial

Mabile Radio Service (CMRS) providers pay for their Direct Tnward Dial (DIL) telephone

numbers:
Exchunge and Network Services Tardfl
Section 20, Page 18, Release 3
3 In Decision No. 60978, dated June 30, 1998, the Commission suspended the filing

for a period of sixty (607 davs o allow Statt time 1o complete s review of the proposal.
4. DD a5 o service that provides for the direct completion of incoming calls 1o end
wsers sonved by the CMRS provider™s cqupment, cach end user is assigned an individual

telephone number. CMRS includes cellular and paging services,




Page 2 ) @ ook No 1010518980306

Lol

DID wiephone numbers are currently available to OMRS providers in blocks of
260 sequental numbers or 10O sequential numbers. Both monthly and non-recuiring charpes are
currenthy assessed 1o the CMRS provider for each DID number block option chosen 1o,
U WEST s proposal ehminates the existing monthly charge for each number block option and
adpusts the non-recurming mstatlation charge o reflect the actual cost of providing the service.
Aceording 1o U S WEST, the Federad Communication Commission (FCCy in Order 96-333 (the
OO Ordery diregts 1t o make the proposed adpustments 1o its intrastate rates, Paragraph 333 in
he FOC Order states, 7 telephone companies may not impose recurring charges solely for the
wwe of numbers. Staft bebeves that U8 WEST s proposal to elimimate the monthly charge for
cach number dlock option complies with Paragraph 333, The proposed rate adjustments would
be retroactive back to Ogtober 7, 1996 the effective date of the FOC s arder. U8 WEST s has
estimated the propesed rate adjustments will reduce imtrastate resonwes by $1.2 million a vear.

& U S WEST's proposal also mereases the nop-recurring charge Jor a 20 number
biock from, 32000 1o $30. 84 and reduces the charge for a 100 number block from $100.60 1o
$19.44 The proposal alse introduces a non-sequential number option that allows the CMRS
provider o order madividual numbers instead of only blocks of 20 or 100 sequential numbers.
S W EST S proposed nonsrecurning charge tor cach non-sequental number s $3 84,

7 Statl beheves that efficient utdization of wlephone numbers can delay number
exbist and the need o ntroduce new area codes i e future. Stadf believes that this filing will
smorease the amount of numbers utihized by CMES providers and will resalt in 2 less efficient
utslizaiton of these pumbers Stalt does not know af this inereased demand for telephone
numbers will have any signiticant impact on the impending 602 number exhaust or the exhaust
of future wrea codes (currently, CMRS providers use approximately five percent of the numbers
avarlable tor assignment s the 602 U S WEST has not conducted anv studies o determine

what effect tns filing will have on number utihzation by MRS providers,
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8 Stat? has recommended approval of the filing on an imenm basis for a period ot
six (61 months, Tntenim approval will enable ongoing evaluation of the impact of this filing on
number utlization by CMRS providers. St further recommends that U S WEST he required to
<gbmit monthls reports to assist m this evaluaton. The reports should provide monthly data on
the number of 20 number blocks and 10U number blocks unlized by CMRS providers durning the
mtert approval period (s daia will be compared with number utilization data prior to the
maplementation of tus flingy. I at any time Statt finds, based upon the daw filed by U S
WEST. that the intenim rates result in o signtficant increase in number utilization by CMRS
providers, Sttt will recommend that the Commussion take appropriate action, includimg
suspenston or ermmation ol the terim rates. Staft further recommends that the filing be
cranted permanent approval alfter the mtenm approval peniod unless otherwise acted upon by the
L omnission

CONCLUSIONS OF TAW

! U% WEST 1 an Anzona public service corporation within the meaning of Arucle
XA Negnon 2o the Anvona Uenstitution,
[he Commission has ursdiction over U8 WEST and over the subect matter of
the Application

3 Approval of the tard? Nling does not constitite o rate mercase as contemplated by
A RO Secnon 02250
4 Phe Commission. having reviewed the it pages (eopies of which are contained
iy the Commresion wnft Gles) and Sdt s Memorandom dated July 290 1998, coneludes that it s

i the pubhic mtorest to approve the filing on an mterim basts tor a period of sis (45 months.
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ORDER

THERFFORE. T 1S ORDEREDY that the tanit Dling be and hereby s approved on an
interum hasis tor a penod of six (6 months,

ITIS FURTHER ORDERED that U S WEST be required to provide Statt with monthly
repors as dosenbed i Findings of Fact No. 8.

IS FURTHER ORDERED that the filing be granted permanent approval after the
mtenm apprin al perod unfess otherwise acted upon by the Commission,

PUISTURTHER ORDERED that this Order shall become effectve immediately.

BY ORDER OF THE ARIZONA CORPORATION COMMISSION

I a 1 27

{ A VI 5‘5"

CPRIMISSIONT R - CHATRMAN COMMISSIONER /7 COMMISSIONER
f ¢

L/ IN WITNESS WHERFOF. 1 JACK ROSE, Executive

Seeretary of the Anzona Corporation Commission, have
hereunto, set my hand and caused the official seal of this
Commission to be affixed 2t the Capitol. in the Ciy of

Phoenix, this é_ﬂwda}‘ of Awﬁmmwi‘?‘}&

ACK ROSE
Foxecutive Seertary
i
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